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Utah Court of Appeals * *« 
400 Midtown Plaza **..•*- , 
230 South 500 East 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84102 
Re: State v, Barrett, Case No. 890435-CA 
Dear Ms. Noonan: 
Pursuant to Rule 24(j), Utah Rules of Appellate 
Procedure, I wish to draw the Court's attention to the case of 
State v. Larocco, 135 Utah Adv. Rep. 16 (Utah May 30, 1990). 
That case has application to the issues concerning a warrantless 
vehicle search and the automobile exception to a search warrant 
requirement (Brief of Appellee at 10-11) and use of telephonic 
warrants (Brief of Appellee at 11-12). 
Appellant, in a letter to this Court of June 22, 1990, 
also refers this Court to Larocco. As noted before, the issue of 
a search of a closed container was not raised in appellant's 
brief. In addition, appellant made no "independent state 
grounds" analysis at the trial court. Therefore, neither 
argument should be entertained here and reference to those issues 
in appellant's letter is improper. 
Sincerely, 
JUDITH S^ W. CATHERTON 
Assistant Attorney General 
Criminal Appeals Division 
JSHA:bks 
cc: James G. Clark, Esq. 
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